October 21, 1984 
P. 0. Box 34071 
Bethesda, Maryland 20817 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Harold: 

I'm afraid I have been remiss in my correspondence lately, for which 
many apologies. What with getting increasingly sick from mid-July on, a 
two-week hospital stay, a convalescence of sorts (mostly regaining strength 
and getting used to a diabetic's regimen), and preparing to move at the end 
of next month, probably to Loudoun County, I haven't had much free time. 
Incidentally, I will keep my present post office box despite the move. 

You have been good enough to make various suggestions for the Galindez 
case research which I will comment on. First, I am aware of what I think were 
all the local law firms the Trujillo regime employed and, though I have yet 
to study their activities in detail, I did make complete copies of their 
Foreign Agents Registration Act filings. As you probably know, some additional 
light was shed on their work for Trujillo by the investigation the Senate 
foreign relations committee conducted of foreign government lobbying in the 
early 1960s. 

Second, in mid-summer I made a date to reinterview Nando Castillo's widow 
Vivian, whom I had not talked to for a year or two, but I had to postpone when 
I got sick and she too wanted a raincheck because at about the same time she 
was going into the hospital for a facelift. For various reasons — chiefly my 
wish to draw up a more complete set of questions for her, my imminent move, 
and the probability that I will be making family visits in the West for a 
month or six weeks at the turn of the year — I now contemplate rescheduling 
the interview for late January or February. If you do have her husband's 
obituary, I would certainly appreciate receiving a copy. 

Third, my information about Johnny Abbes Garcia differs from yours in 
two respects. In all my research to date I have found no indication that he 
played any role in the Galindez case during its most important years, 1956-58, 
probably because he seems to have spent most of that period in Mexico and 
Central America. I think he returned to Ciudad Trujillo sometime in early 1958, 
and it was not long thereafter that Trujillo's intelligence apparatus burgeoned 
into the notorious Servicio de Inteligencia Militar and Abbes became its head. 

(The FBI, interestingly, constantly confused the pre-SIM intelligence and security 
milieu of many agencies, in which Arturo Espaillat figured so prominently, with 
SIM, which represented a consolidation and expansion of Dominican intelligence 
activities.) And, though Abbes' ultimate fate remains obscure, my scanty though 
best information is that he ended up running an intelligence operation for Duvalier 
in Haiti, where he and his family were murdered in a vendetta in mid-1967. 
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Fourth, you commented in your July 24 letter apropos ray telephone chats 
with James Hail that " [h]is denial that 'former agents are not supposed to 
talk about their activities as agents. ' 1 know of no case in all the records 
I've seen where this happened without the agents checking in. And getting an 
OK. Some have sounded off without permission being recorded and some clearly 
did not ask ... " Since I want to interview lots of retired agents eventually, 

1 am curious to know whether you have tried to do so in your own research and 
if so, to what extent and what the results were. I have not approached any yet 
and so have no idea what proportion of them would seek clearance for interviews 
about a matter as old as the Galindez case. I can say that I have met no 
resistance of any kind from active or retired members of the New York Police 
Department. 

A couple of weeks ago the FBI released the last file I had asked for, on 
Dominican — mostly exile — activities in the United States. It wasn't as badly 
butchered as ray analyst there had led me to believe it would be, though I did 
notice a continuation of the trend toward ever greater withholding, chiefly in 
the use of the 7C-D combination. A new wrinkle was the deletion of characterizations 
of other agencies' documents; e.g., whereas before an inventory worksheet might 
have said "Ciudad Trujillo dispatch 725," that entry now became merely "State 
Department document." Though the FBI has many more main files relevant to the 
Galindez case, I do not intend to request any since among the sixty-three I have 
been given I am sure I have all the really important ones and the point of 
diminishing returns has been reached. After so many years of waiting for the 
FBI to process my requests, I must really get the book out now. 

The CIA recently decided it did not want to contest further Judge Greene's 
decisions as to thirty-eight documents and so released them with the restorations 
he ordered. Almost without exception the restored passages contained information 
I either knew already or would uncover during further routine research, and 
certainly none of them dealt with anything remotely affecting "national security"; 

I could only conclude that the purpose of the original withholdings was simply 
to harass and wear me down. The litigation itself is now in abeyance, with an 
exception. Justice moved for a stay of proceedings in the appeals court to 
which my attorney and I acceded pending the outcome of Sims in the Supreme Court 
because in variant ways both Sims and Fitzgibbon deal with sources. The 
exception is a Rule 60 motion my lawyer will soon submit to Greene covering a 
waterfront of disguised reconsideration requests. The most important is that 
the court order the CIA to release informatior from two known sources who I 
recently discovered have died and so no longer need protection; one of the 
two was of crucial importance. 

As I am sure Jim told you, the effort to block HR 5164 failed on September 29 
by a vote of 369 to 36. The bill was successfully conferenced a few days later, 
and I am sure Reagan has signed it by now. The reasons for the failure of the 
attempted scuttle aren't hard to see; intelligence about the bill's progress, 
skillfully and ever so quietly managed by the CIA and its little helpers the ACLU, 
was scant and late; too much reliance was put on the English subcommittee's 
presumed defense of the FOLA; and the number of people available for the 
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blocking attempt was risory. As to the last, only three persons were heavily 
engaged. I had to drop out early on when I started getting really sick and 
Stephanie Farrior of the National Committee Against Repressive Legislation seemed 
to slacken off considerably during the final week or ten days, perhaps because 
NCARL has to maintain reasonable relations with the ACLU, and so that placed 
„ ^ the burden entirely on Jim. He did yeoman's work. Other factors were tfye total 
uselessness of organizations with a stake in the FOIA such as the American 
Historical Association and the Society of Professional Journalists, and — probably 
from incomprehension — the failure of the media to report developments. 

In regard to all this and specifically Jim's very well drawn paper about 
the bill, either I didn't make myself clear to him or he misconstrued what I had 
to say about mentions of assassination research in the memo. I did not discourage 
him from referring to such research outright, as he seems to have told you. 
Instead, I noticed that in his first draft he was paying what appeared to be 
a disproportionate amount of attention to material the CIA might have about 
political murders compared to material on other areas, and so I suggested that 
he mention some of the other areas and strive for greater balance in order to 
broaden the paper's appeal. That he should initially have stressed assassinations 
is quite understandable since that topic has been his main interest and chief 
reason for using the FOIA. 

Finally, an important question. It springs from the fact that, through 
detailed and computer-aided analysis, I have been able to break around 95 percent 
of the important T-symbols in the FBI's documentation ("important" refers to 
at most 5 percent of the T-symbols; I have no interest in learning the identities 
of hotel and airline clerks). Further, tedious comparison of passages about the 
same person or incident in up to a dozen FBI communications and comparison of 
that information with non-FBI material lets me fashion a picture of a topic far 
more detailed than any one passage provides. All this, of course, constitutes 
an information system and information processing. 

The question is: What sort of information system and processing techniques 

do you use? Have you used computers or word processors? Have you invented any 
coding methods? Etc., etc. Since you must have given considerable thought to 
how to deal with large volumes of official documentation, I'd be most interested 
in what you have to say. 

Best regards. 




Alan L. Fitzgibbon 






